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Can the Subaltern Speak? 

anonymous subjects-in-revolution: ‘A Maoist’ (FD, p. 205) and ‘the workers’ 
struggle’ (FD, p. 217). Intellectuals, however, are named and differentiated; 
moreover, a Chinese Maoism is nowhere operative. Maoism here simply creates an 
aura of narrative specificity, which would be a harmless rhetorical banality were it 
not that the innocent appropriation of the proper name ‘Maoism’ for the eccentric 
phenomenon of French intellectual ‘Maoism’ and subsequent ‘New Philosophy’ 
symptomatically renders ‘Asia’ transparent. 2 

Delcuze’s reference to the workers' struggle is equally problematic; it is obviously 
a genuflection: ‘We are unable to touch [power] in any point of its application 
without finding ourselves confronted by this diffuse mass, so that we arc necessarily 
led ... to the desire to blow it up completely. Every partial revolutionary attack or 
defense is linked in this way to the workers’ struggle’ (FD, p. 217). The apparent 
banality signals a disavowal. The statement ignores the international division of 
labor, a gesture that often marks poststructuralist political theory. 3 The invocation 
of the workers’ struggle is baleful in its very innocence; it is incapable of dealing with 
global capitalism: the subject-production of worker and unemployed within nation¬ 
state ideologies in its Center; the increasing subtraction of the working class in the 
Periphery from the realization of surplus value and thus from 'humanistic’ training 
in consumerism; and the large-scale presence of paracapitalist labor as well as the 
heterogeneous structural status of agriculture in the Periphery. Ignoring the 
international division of labor; rendering ‘Asia’ (and on occasion ‘Africa’) 
transparent (unless the subject is ostensibly the ‘Third World’); reestablishing the 
legal subject of socialized capital - these are problems as common to much 
poststructuralist as to structuralist theory. Why should such occlusions be 
sanctioned in precisely those intellectuals who are our best prophets of heterogeneity 
and the Other? 

The link to the workers’ struggle is located in the desire to blow up power at any 
point of its application. This site is apparently based on a simple valorization of any 
desire destructive of any power. Walter Benjamin comments on Baudelaire’s 
comparable politics by way of quotations from Marx: 

Marx continues in his description of the conspirateurs de profession as follows: '... 

They have no other aim but the immediate one of overthrowing the existing 
government, and they profoundly despise the more theoretical enlightenment of the 
workers as to their class interests. Thus their anger - not proletarian but plebian - at 
the habits noirs (black coats), the more or less educated people who represent 
( vertreten ] that side of the movement and of whom they can never become entirely 
HgW.independent, as they cannot of the official representatives [Repriisentanten] of the 
party.’ Baudelaire’s political insights do not go fundamentally beyond the insights of 
these professional conspirators. ... He could perhaps have made Flaubert’s statement, 

‘Of all of politics I understand only one thing: the revolt’, his own. 4 
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rhe link to the workers’ struggle is located, simply, in desire.* Elsewhere, Deleuze 
1 Guattari have attempted an alternative definition of desire, revising the one 
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undifferentiated desire is the agent, and power slips in to create the effects of desire: 
‘power ... produces positive effects at the level of desire - and also at the level of 
knowledge’ ( PK , p. 59). 

This parasubjective matrix, cross-hatched with heterogeneity, usheq in the 
unnamed Subject, at least for those intellectual workers influenced by the new 
hegemony of desire. The race for ‘the last instance’ is now between economics and 
power. Because desire is tacitly defined on an orthodox model, it is unitarily 
opposed to ‘being deceived’. Ideology as ‘false consciousness’ (being deceived) has 
been called into question by Althusser. Even Reich implied notions of collective will 
rather than a dichotomy of deception and undeceived desire: ‘We must accept the 
scream of Reich: no, the masses were not deceived; at a particular moment, they 
actually desired a fascist regime’ ( FD , p. 215). 

These philosophers will not entertain the thought of constitutive contradiction - 
that is where they admittedly part company from the Left. In the name of desire, 

. they reintroduce the undivided subject into the discourse of power. Foucault often 
seems to conflate ‘individual’ and ‘subject’; 8 and the impact on his own metaphors 
is perhaps intensified in his followers. Because of the power of the word ‘power’, 
Foucault admits to using the ‘metaphor of the point which progressively irradiates 
its surroundings’. Such slips become the rule rather than the exception in less careful 
hands. And that radiating point, animating an effectively heliocentric discourse, fills 
the empty place of the agent with the historical sun of theory, the Subject of 

Europe. 9 —--—— - 

Foucault articulates another corollary of the disavowal of the role of ideology in 
reproducing the social relations of production: an unquestioned valorization of the 
oppressed as subject, the ‘object being’, as Deleuze admiringly remarks, ‘to establish 
conditions where the prisoners themselves would be able to speak’. Foucault adds 
that ‘the masses know perfectly well, clearly’ - once again the thematic of being 
undeceived - ’they know far better than (the intellectual! and they certainly say it 

very well’ (FD, pp. 20tf, 207)---—— 

What happens to the critique of the sovereign subject in these pronouncements? 
The limits of this representational^ realism arc reached with Deleuze: ‘Reality is 

school, in barracks, in a prison, in a police 
the necessity of the difficult task of 
d$p<£ounterhegemonic ideological production has not been salutary. It has helped 
^^^^psitivist empiricism - the justifying foundation of advanced capitalist neocolonialism 
► define its own arena as ’concrete experience’, ’what actually happens’. Indeed, 
concrete experience that is the guarantor of the political appeal of prisoners, 
ildiers and schoolchildren is disclosed through the concrete experience o^' the 
jfCllectual, the one who diagnoses the episteme. 10 Neither Deleuze nor Foucault 
itiis aware that the intellectual within socialized capital, brandishing concrete 
patience, can help consolidate the international division of labor. 

unrecognized contradiction within a position that valorizes the concrete 
jfarjence of the oppressed, while being so uncritical about the historical role of the 
pectuaj, is maintained by a verbal slippage. Thus Deleuze makes this remarkable 
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